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Amendment dated May 9, 2007 

After Final Office Action of February 9, 2007 

REMARKS 

This is an After Final Amendment in full and timely response to the Final Office Action 
dated February 9, 2007. Reexamination and reconsideration are respectfully requested. 

Entry of this Amendment After Final is respectfully solicited in that it is submitted that all of 
the pending claims, including claims added, are in condition for allowance, taking into account the 
allowable subject matter in claims 1 to 5 and 7 to 10. Claims 6 and 1 1 had been canceled and only 
claims 12 to 16 were rejected. Thus, entry of this amendment is also warranted in that it reduces 
issues on appeal and places the claims in a better form for appeal. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

An IDS After Final Action but before payment of an issue fee was filed on March 2, 2007 
with a Petition for consideration, a fee and a certification. It is believed that consideration of that 
IDS relative to the pending claims in this application after this response is thus mandatory. Such 
consideration is thus requested. 

Allowed Claims 1 to 5 and 7 to 10 

These allowed claims are amended slightly to improve their form in that claim 1 now recites 
a photo-receiving optical system . . . having optical members, mstead of at least a pair of optical 
members, so the recited projection optical system is said to be for projecting detection light toward 
at least one of the optical members, and the abnormality detection means is for detecting 
abnormality of the at least one of the optical members. Claim 9 is changed correspondingly, while 
allowed claims 2 to 5, 7, 8, and 10 are unchanged. It is submitted that these changes do not change 
the scope of the claims, but rather clarify the relationship of the elements in an improved manner. 

Claims 12 to 16 

Claims 12 to 15 were rejected at final action as unpatentable over Kawamura in view of 
Fujieda, while claim 16 was also rejected over those same two references taken with Takai. This 
position is respectfiilly traversed. 
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Difference from the Cited Invention 

Kawamura (USP 5,706,072) discloses an ophthalmic measuring apparatus which converges 
to project a laser beam onto a crystalline lens of an eye, detects the light scattered by molecules in 
the crystalline lens with the use of a photoelectric transducer, and measures the molecular 
composition in the crystalline lens based on an output signal from the photoelectric transducer. This 
apparatus determines a measurement abnormality when an abnormal signal is detected in the output 
signals from the photoelectric transducer which have been sampled during the measurement. 
Meanwhile, and in contrast, the present invention relates to an ophthabnic apparatus as described in 
claims 12 (currently amended) and 18 (newly introduced) which detects abnormal reflection at an 
examination window during a non-measurement situation where an eye to be examined is not 
placed in an examination position. Therefore, Kawamura neither teaches nor suggests the subject 
matters of claims 12 and 18. 

New claims 19 and 20 are respectively dependent on claim 18 and thus also allowable for at 
least the same reasons that claim 18 is allowable, as noted above, and further in view of their own 
limitations. 

It is recognized that it is unusual to present additional claims, i.e. added claims without a 
corresponding reduction of pending claims at Final Action, in an After Final paper. However, under 
Rule 116, the examiner has latitude in exercising his judgment to enter added claims, especially 
when an appropriate IDS after final action with petition, fee and certification requires consideration. 
When so considered, as required, it is submitted that all pending claims are allowable, and early 
Notice to that effect is respectfully solicited. 
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Applicant believes no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due, please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 1 8-0013, under Order No. WEN-0023 from which the undersigned 
is authorized to draw. 



Dated: May 9, 2007 Respectfully stibiAitte 




By 

Ronald^. Kananen 

Re|^tration No. : 24, 1 04 

iR, FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC 
Correspondence Customer Number: 10291 
raomey for Applicant 
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